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Yeshiva Jesode Hatorah
505 Bedford Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11211
P 718-384-6393
F 718-384-5530

Letter of Appeal

August 13, 2002

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
445 12th Street, SW Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21

Entity# 159027
471 Application #: 204874
Funding Year: 7/1/2000-6/30/2001

RECEIVED &.INSPECTED \
\

AUG 152002
FCC. MAILROOM

We are appealing the denial of an appeal that our school submitted to the Schools and
Libraries Division ofUSAC. The appeal was in regard to a change in the discount level
our school received for items and services applied for in our Funding Year Three
(2000-2001) E-Rate form 471 application number 204874.

On the form 471 we indicated that our school was eligible for a 90% discount based on
greater than 75% of our students being eligible for the National School Lunch Program.

The impact of the change in discount was that we received a 67% discount instead ofa
90% discount on telecommunication funding and we were totally denied all internal
connection funding because in Funding Year Three (2000-2001) the fund was not able to
provide funding for schools with less than an 81 % discount level.

The funding commitment decision letter we received described the change as follows:

RE: Funding Request Numbers: 474826, 474827, 474830, 474831, 474832, 474833,
474834,474835,474837,474838,474840,474841,474842, 747843,475622.

The Funding Request Numbers referred to above were approved funding, however
modified by the SLD. "The shared discount was corrected.""

RE: Funding Request Numbers: 474805, 474810, 474814, 474818, 474820, 474823,

The Funding Request Numbers referred to above were denied funding with the



explanation that 'The shared discount was corrected. Funding cap will not provide for
Internal Connections less than 81 % discount to be funded."

After receiving the funding commitment decision letter with the modified discount level
we reviewed the information that we provided during the Program Integrity Assurance
(P JA) period of the application process.

As part of the PIA process we were asked to provide documentation supporting the
discount level we indicated we were eligible for.

Since student eligibility for the National School Lunch Program is one of the methods to
determine discount level eligibility we provided the PIA reviewer with a copy of our
Form SA-603 "Monthly Claim for Reimbursement National School Lunch Program".

In the SLD denial of our appeal they specifically indicated that 'These forms (SA-603)
are accepted by SLD as support for discount calculations", thus indicating the correctness
of our providing the PIA reviewer the SA-603 form in response to his request.

However in examining the form we realized that the format of the form is very
misleading in that the number of children listed in the "approved" columns (D&E) was
not accurate based on the current student population.

At that point we contacted the Board of Jewish Education (BJE), the agency that files our
claims for reimbursement for the National School Lunch Program, to ask for an
explanation.

The BJE explained that on the form SA-603 Provision 2 schools like ours are required to
always list the quantity of approved students from the "Base" year of the schools election
to Provision 2.

Since the current total enrollment column lists the actual current student population but
the approved columns (D&E) listed the approved number from an earlier year, the "Base"
year, when the enrollment was lower, a ratio made from these numbers produces an
inaccurate percentage of approved students to total enrollment.

The BJE further explained how to determine the actual percentage of approved students.
The procedure is described in our appeal to the SLD (attached).

The misleading format of the SA-603 was subsequently recognized by the State
Education Department / The University Of The State Of New York Child Nutrition
Reimbursement Unit. Please see the attached letter from Richard Connell, Supervisor,
Child Nutrition Reimbursement Unit, which verifies what the BJE explained to us and
what we subsequently stated in our appeal to the SLD.

In our appeal to the SLD we showed, based on the information given to us by the BJE
that the SLD erred in their determination of our discount level because of a



misunderstanding of the format of the form SA-603. We also described a method, based
on the information provided by the BJE, that the SLD could have used to determine the
percentage of eligible students using the form SA-603 submitted.

After the submission of the appeal we submitted attachments to the appeal providing
additional information further substantiating that the information provided in our appeal
was correct and that the discount level we claimed being eligible for was correct. The
additional information provided during the appeal process included:

A letter dated February 16, 2000 from the BJE explaining the format of the form SA-603.

A fax sent to the appeal reviewer of the SLD showing a "print screen" ofthe BJE's
database on our school showing the percentage of eligible students substantiating our
original claim and that indicated in the appeal submitted to the SLD.

A letter, as requested by the appeal reviewer, dated November 8, 2001 from the BJE
flatly stating that for the period of July 2000 through June 2001 85.39% of our students
qualified for free or reduced meals.

A telephone conversation with the appeal reviewer in which we guided him to the State
Education Department I The University Of The State OfNew York Child Nutrition
Rcimbursement Unit web-site at which time the reviewer ran a query which showed that
our school had a percentage of eligible students consistent with our claim.

A copy of the query is attached. It should be noted that the web site was not available at
thc time of our application or at the time of our appeal.

We asked the reviewer ifhe wanted us to send him a printout copy of the query at which
time he told us it would not be necessary.

In the SLD denial of our appeal they stated:

"You indicated on your form 471 that your discount eligibility is 90%. SLD review of
your application determined that your discount eligibility was 67%. You did not
demonstrate in your appeal that the adjustment SLD made to your discount percentage
was incorrect because the forms used by the State ofNew York clearly states in columns
D & E the Number of Approved Applicants for Free and Reduced lunches. These forms
are accepted by SLD as support for discount rate calculations. The application of the
information on them has been consistently applied throughout the E-Rate program.
Consequently, SLD denies your appeal."

[his stafement above clearly indicates that the SLD used columns D & E of the form
SA-603 in calculating the percentage of eligible students for our school.

Our appeal to the SLD and subsequent information provided during the appeal process
clearly demonstrated based on information provided by knowledgeable, reliable and



respected sources that the adjustment SLD made to our discount percentage was incorrect
due to a misunderstanding of the format of form SA-603.

The attached letter from Richard Connell, Supervisor, Child Nutrition Reimbursement
Unit verifies that the information provided was accurate.

Our appeal also described a method, based on the information provided by the BJE, that
the SLD could have used to determine the percentage of eligible students using the form
SA-603 submitted.

[n addition, the additional information provided during the appeal process clearly
supported our discount level claim independently from but consistent with the form
SA-603.

Based on the information presented herein we request that our appeal be granted and our
discount percentage be changed to 90% and the denied FRN(s) be approved for funding.

Sincerely,

Joseph Lefkowitz
Administrator
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Uoi~ Serrice Administrative CoJDPauy
Schools &. Libtarias Division

1'UIfI)!IIQ CCIIIIlI!KIIfT DIlt:UIQIl LEtftII

(lUndibg ,Year 3, 07/01/2000 - 06/30/2001)

January 12, 2001

,. h:i~~~=~~~~DZ:~_~ ..
. 50S BID!'ORD AVE ....~
llROOkLil, NY 11211 f

Ile, E'on 471 &ppl1eaUQl1 NWlber: 204874-
funding Year " 01/01/2000 - O~/!O/2001
Billed Eatity Humber, 15'027

thank you for YOUI' 2000-2001. I-rate 1IIlP11caUon and for allY Iluutanc:e you provided
thl'OUillout 011:- review. We haye cOlllPleted review of your E'orsa 471. 1'tI1s letter is to
advise you of DIU' deciJion(a).

I'UNDllro .cClIII1lI!Il'T IlEPClRT

On the pagelS following tb1a lett.er I we have proYided a 1'Imd1.nQ' COIalIlitlaellt. leport for
the !'Ol:lll 471 I\PPlicatiOll c1Ud above. lie bave revielfec1 uc:h .Discount iUft4ini Request.
on your Fora 471 application and have assigned a~ Request RUBber fE'RM to eaCh
Sloek S. The enclosed rl!E'0n inc;1udee II list of the !Rile froll lour appl cat on. 1'tIe
SLD ie also sllldi.n; this inf~ationto your lleh'ice providllZ'(s so preparations can
be aade to baqift iRpleaentinf your B-rate discount(l) upon the iling 0% your Form

. 486. Iuedi.tely preceding the fWld1il9 CObitlaent Report, you will fUld a guide that
defines ellch Hn8 of the Repert..

NEXT STEPS

Clnce you have rellt.wed this lettel' 91'Id have detemined tnat /lOlle or all of y"ul"
I'equelts have been f~d.d, your next etep to facilitate receipt Of dilcounts as
teatund 111 this lette.. will b.. t.o f11e an rec rora 486 with the SLO. The Fora 486
not1f1es the SLD to begill paflllellt t.o your eervic8 prav:i.der and provides certified .
indication tbat your technology planes) has been approved. The io~ 486 will be
lIailed to you unCler separate cover azicI i. Illso available 011 the SLO web site at
\fWW.sI.univQrIBl.ervice.o~. If you are filing a E'o~ 486 for !undillg Year 3
services (JULY 1, 2000 thrOUGh June 30, 200l), there are certain cireuastances under
whlch you w111 be able to file your !'o~ 486 blllon tne receipt of. services. These
circu.stances are detailed in the letter being sent to you under separate cover and
Oil the web site. AI you eo.plete E'on 486, you should. .lso contact yllllr service
proVider to verify they have received notic;e f~. the SLD of your fuijding comm1e.ente.
After the SLD proceSles your Fora 486, we can begin prvc;essinq invoices froa your
servic;e provider(l) so t&eyean be r8iabureed for dilcounted services they have
provided you. .

TO APJlEAL '1'!lESk iUNDING CO!lIII'1'l'I!I'lT D!CISIONS

1£ you wish to" appeal the i\lJlding ee-iUllent. DeCision(s) (rCD) indicated in thu
Geltt.erW Your appeal must. be lIede ;i,n writinG and RICI!:I\TiI) BY THE SLD at. the address

e ow ItKIN 3]) OAfS OJ!' THE ABOVE: DAm ON ~IS LET'tllR. In you". lett.." oE app..&l,

1. I':!clude. the nalle, ac\l1reSi, telellhone nWJber, fax nlllDber, U1d e-III1:1.1 address
(If Iva11able) for the person who can lIost readily discuss this appoal with us.

BoX U5 - Corn,.ponde<Kt tJoit, 80 Soudl 1011"""00 Road, Wblppacy, New lots",!, 0798]
YlSic Us ooline at; hrrp:rl"""",,sIJJlliYO,taJsuvlcl.0'l1

I
I
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WlIJ)IJIO 1'lnH RDCRor
rom 471 &pplicat1oll llImber, 74

~4ItnJ.-:Jllil~Z4to.. erruc · ~=ic~trOD~= aSed. Inc. aba 1_ Co....

I
·~i .rea: fllt~:l eet.ion§ i..
e.t OI.ibff~llfectiV! Of D18CGUDtl 07/01/2000

Cf.l~~~re~ie~' lti~s .

§ii.
~t OlIII;'mm',~. the srJ. i 1

Dill Dec dOlI' • lIO - GC1'~'lf11 KOT be flmdad
:l.U• .l'lec; S1i .umaUGa. e lIIli.cOllllt .... ~l1ted.fIIncU.n<I

Cl8P 110 III {;r t 1 COtIlltiIJU,on. < XcU,a_t to be f'lDlded.P1iase
.ee .810. I.-VI. for fl&'t:.ller "'etails.

Mf.'14188VBU x:Jmi~Z4~~i4e~ ~=ic:nODrus:~ i Sec. Inc. dba T_ ~. i

Em~; =~.6!!lem~ ~'eetten• .
r .et Poa,ibre lfiectiv8 • 0 D~co~t: 07/01/2000 '
t.nct _1nUllll. Data, 06/30/20 1

BUlin.. l.CCOUltt lIWIII!Iar: 718-_-6393
PZ'o-D1ICOUftt aaount, ~17'125j .

~
• [ hnllltaqe Imllvecl tbe SIA, II/I. .

q eo.. utile De Ii.on, •oo~szvcDb""t. will lot be ttmdedeo. uC1fpec dOll lInat.i. a slIarecl iI:i.,cClUllt. 1f81 correctlld.J'unding'
cap '1:1,4 not_~ • for tDt 1 • < III Z c!;I,I_t. to be fllnded. Pleese
lee lIWIl.llL. tlIllV!Il LSEBVIc:J:. for er detailii.
!IInclU\q l.,que,t lIwIt>er: 474814 Fund1zla St.aWsl Kot lWlded
SPIll: 14-3005086 Service rr~.i.der Rue: CCIUIInicat.ion IllIta .. Sec. Inc. enoa 'feall COIl1l.
Contract. ~er: 6a876388 .
Sarv;\'cell O=a;e4' tat.emll-1 lee:uonll . '

, EarlieSt. POlla~ble Iffect..ve te af D1Icount: 07/01/2000
COntJ:aet !lIIpirat..iClll Date: 06 0/2001 .
Bil1in« AccoUDt 1'fludler I 718~ - 6393
Pre-DiicoWlt bouat: $4,840,
~.iljl\lll.t. POI'cet.aae Appraveo the SUI: If/...
~ ec..:i.tamf Deenion, .00 - lA:Vc/D1sc:pt "'111 Ita! be f\lIldedPuD1! COM1tl1l11t. Dec1s1on 11&natillll' 'rile IllBred 41s=unt .a. conect.ed.E'IlIIding

ea~ 1 not p;:oC11de far Int at C_t.ions c 81 %discllWlt t.o be funded. Pleue
see .SL.UNIVIIS1LSIRVICS. for fUrtber details.

· l'unWg Bewest Nwaber, 4.74818 !\I!l4tnq Stat.\I11: Not. iUDded
· SPIJI: 143005086 Serv:Lce Prov.i.der l'I.e, COIlliunicaUon Data & sec. Inc.

Contract Number: 63876388 .
Setviel!s Ordered: Intemal Canllectione
Ba~est POlllibt! Effective ~~e 05O~count: 07/01/2000

·~~l:u:g\m~~ 1f~~~ehg~~m9S
Pre-OlscOIIIIt poqnt, $8,000.00 .
Discount P,rcllltaQ'c APProVed bv' the SUI, N6A
lunding Coaitlllllf Dei:1sion, $0.00 - kYc/Disc=t lIIill NOT be funded _ _..
l'undil'l!l COUIitllent. Dec;bioa IliplllDatiOll: the shueCI dLeCOlll:lt If." correct ~ inq
cap '1111. nOt_ jl~ClYMI~ fllr Intend eonaeet:Lona < III % ISisCOUllI'. t.o be f\mded. Please
see WWW.SL.UWIV~~SiRVICI.CRG for further 4etail••
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, BtJIlI)UfO iCClllllDUft lIPCIl'l

fora 471 lPPlieation Nuaber: 874 i
I'IIIuUDcr RR\lI.t Tser. 474820 ~ 8=: Ilot IIlndId IUII. -14300511 .. IrY:l.ce er N. icaUClII -Data a SIC. Inc. ... Teu Cou.
CCIlmct JI\IMl~~.. 7&388 .
lezy el.. §fi'IlI,~eme.l ct:i.aa.s ,
~1 .st Sl 1f!letiVe ~£ D1seount, 07/01/2000
..ti~&r'c ~ .... a~'7i2~i Jiin :
~Si"' .,~. ...~ ··tII:t-nec: S~OClI .00 ~,~~b18a11~l1 Noor lie fUDdadtil." DII!lli1cm laDati • III d1l1c;ouat w•• conec:tad.B\md1nQ'cap ,no~__1d. Int el COD CIDll < 1 2: dis_t to be f\.lIl4ed. -Uiaiie
see .SL.lIJfIVsaIlLS ICB. for er dlUilii.

S\ullIi.IIlJ R'W.st l\Ulbel': 474823 IUIld~ Statu•• Not ruMad
SPIN. 14!1005086 ser~ce 1'rcl\'1der ...., CClIUUJI:l.Clt:l.CID Deb " Sec:. IIIC:. dIl. Teu CCllIII.
CClDrnc:t lfllllblZ'1 6387" '
Sen C:I. OI'd'~JGI 1D,i~l ec:t1ons '
111'1 lilt POS~t' llaeGtivg e of D~count! 07/01/2000
i~~t.&mUJlt'~eia;lh,,~~ , Lim •
ne-D1.cOUQt AaoImt, 13 ,9:,!.

9
il1~t,..!~=::r'O:mrou, .Ml·_S~'1l6t.Q\t lIi11 NOT be f1mded

i'uII c;;;;It.II:t De I1QD lanaU I e IIla&-ecI 4;i.s_t wa. correct.lI4.fundi ng
cap wi 1 DOt. -"'V:l.dl m IrJt al Col\ll IIG. < 151 2: diseoua.t to be fUlIded. Plea58
see llWW.SL.t/IlVIIRSlLSDVICI. for, er datalls.
fUnctirIa aequ~st Jlull1>er, 474826 I\lndiM Status, lUllded
Bi'Dl, 14300135!1 Service 1'I'owider ifa••: Verison- Mew YOI'k Inc.
Coab1Ic:t ICUIlber, f
SerY~ces Ordered, Teleco~aunications ~lrv1ce
Eal'liest Pos.~le Effective DW of Ollcount, 07/01/2000
COntract BllpU'at1on Date: 06/ /2001 .
81.11100 Account ~erl 71e-3 -6393-851-225
Pre~Dijcount Amount, $18,000. 0

~a=tc;gfc:~eD~~~r~ 1!2~Xo~~1 -6~ approved; .acIJ.£iad bY SU)
II.lnd1rI9' C~ b1Ie11t Oeci.s:i.on BliPUnatillD: '!'he Ilhai'el!: d1scOUllt was cOrrect.ed.
Fund1n!l Rlast llWaber, 474827 Fun4W Stat.us, l'Imded
SPIN. I4.30 33 Sel:'V1c:e Prvvidel' Nalle, Effic:y Group,lrJC:.
Contract er: T
S.rv~c.e e~: Telecomaunicat10ns Service
Bar1le.t. Possible Effective Data of DiacOYat, 07/01/2000
Contract Exp~ation Date: 06/30/2001
Bill~ Account lUIlberl A1213!7
Pt'e·Disc:ount. 1JI000000t, $,,60.00
Discoutlt Percentage Approved lJY Ule SrJ), 67% '
Eund~ eoaitDmt oedsten. '241.20 • ftliI approVed; Jioclified by sLO
Funding CoDitlict Deci. on IIll:pllU1atiOll. The shared d1scGUnt lias corrected.

FCDL/Sc:hoo15 ~d Libra~ies Division/USlC

II, .
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ion 471 &PPUc.Uoa~. 204874
i'uIIdirla It Me lI\IIIber, . 4, 34 1UIl4:1.ng Jt.~s: l'IIaded
~P!lf:'14!0 118 Serv1el l:OYj,der 1f..1: lItI.iversal CllD\m1aaU_
CcI1""ac:t. Z" liD
lIezvfc:el And" leCO~9i'Qu.~ a.vice
Earl Iitt i1b:r. fectty. te Si11c:ountl 07/01/2000

. i~tnc ml Date 61 0/2
",~'5;- 1 '...., .~., "', .'

"'I D;..smiC ~ ~ 13' t.h , 67% .
I'uad e-i~e11 D8C:l.l:l. :' '29'.48 - ID UIJl%'OYed: .lIOdifled 1Iy StD
rwtd1tJ l:Iln:l.t.wllllt Decis:l.CIQ IIip1Jinat1cla.. ''tIle- tlIartd d1IlCOlmt. ".Ji COJnc:t.ed.

, Fundi.IIcI R~"t HUliber, 4'4835 I!'Imding Statui' lFIIDc!ecl
SPIN: 1430~JZ7, Service Provider If..e, beZ'1Clll CDl:irae
contract IJllllbk: II'rIl
Services Order~~: IDtemet Acce••
Earlie.t POI'1bl, Iffective Date of Discount: 07/01/20~

...........~~I,l.~.9!ct 1rat Oate. 130/200~_... .....

DiscOllnt ' ..c:..tall'e Approv bY the SLD: 67% '
FWIlI:jnq Cas1t11ent. Decision. $~03.00 - rM app;roveQi .QdU1ed by SID
!\lncb.ng C~tIIent Decuion ElIp1lUlat;i.cn' The lured dlgc:o\lllt .... correct.eel.
I'unclinlJ' KeeNest Nullber, 474837 i\mdUIq Stat1ll" funded
SPIll, 143001 5' SCl;v:i.c:e rt'ov~er H...r VeruOll- Ne., Yo~k be.
Contract ar)l

• ..... e
eon~et rat1011 ate: "I /20
8:1. Aee_t IfUllbe.: 718-3 -6393
Pre- i c~t A_aunt, $Q,66~OO tp 67
ia~in,tc=:~~etl~;f~, ~l a~.!o ~ mapp~edi .,xU.,fied by SID
I'lII\ding CllIIIIi.t.lIIellt Decidon aplanaticm, The slIared c1i8CCl1l11t IIU c:on-eete<!.

flllldilllJ Rmrt XUllber: 47~38 iIlIIdillg St.lt1l81 Fwllied
SPIN, 143001 59 Ilerviee ProlJ:l.der Ifae: Verizoll- Ne" fork Inc.
Conuac:t. ar: tf'l'll •
Jervices ered, Teleco&llllft1eauOI'IIl SN'V1ee
Earliest Pos,ible BffeetiYe Date of Discount, 07/01/2000
contrect Esp~rat~QQDate. 0'!30/2001

~
. lUng Aec:Outl.t lI\lNler; '18- 84-6393
e-Oiscount '-aunt, $6,660. 0

iscQ\lll<t Perceiltage Approved by the SLD: ~7
!'Und1ng COIIIII~t.llent. DecIsion, 54 462.20 - approved; aod:l.f:i.ec1 by sw'
tuncling C01Vll:LtlIIsnt Decision ExplanatiQn: e ahllred 41Scollnt Will .:orreeted.

..
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IVlIDDfG COIIKIDIIIT ·1lIPOR1'
Fon 471 lppUClltiol:l ~: 20487.

FuDd.1l1q RiKllut H\IIab\l~: 4748" 1l\u!d1A~ n.t~., Not l!\mcIed
srm: 143QnZ:5;S s"rvic. ftoYidel' .... : IffiClY Grmlp, rne.
contl;'llct \f'QiIb~~. 11ft
s"rn:c:ea 0ZiI0I';d: TeleCO-.mic:atiHS Service
Balii' ),."t l'a.SUll~ BffecUve me D1fIcllIInt; 07/01/2000
COlI c=t £11r;11r.t~OII. Date: 06 0/2 1
lillil).g l~t JlUldle\". 718- -eus
Pre-DiiCClllllt .blount, ,se,838. 00 .
fluccnmt J'e&1'elltalfit"~ Jly tile StD, 1l/A. e:-;l:aellt· 8C :LOll: $0. 00 - I1l.el. tity rec:e1v' ..rvic:e

tlleut e i.e 1aII.ttDl\: ," IS 11 eat P9 til. D1J i.I; aJ!! ~811 iJleJi e .mYl~~r ~-;gi~ i. ~~df.. to lii'ece1ve f
bli.iilld on tile progr.. ru eS for .. 1fi.ble ~t1.t1e•.

.l!'UildiJ:lq ~Q\l...t NUIIb.r, 4-74840 l'IIlldiDg StatlU I flmded
SPIll: 14 01359 Service .Provider Hue, V.riaon- Ifew Yozok Inc: .
COIItracl er: Il!lll '
services ereel. felee..-uuic:aUOII. Serv.i.ce
&arliest ~'1ble Effective Date 01 Discount. 07/01/2000
coetract :l.ration Oates 06/30/20 1
Bill~ .l.c t lI\IIIber. 718-384-6' 3
~.-Oi.count .bounl, $8,400.00 .
Discount PerCelltaQ', Appt'ovecl bv the &LD: 67%
I'\lrI4int; ~tllellt Oe(;~ioa. tS 6%8.00 - IIRII approo,red' _Od1fled iIY 81.1)
1'Uncl1l:lg Coaitllent Oe"u.iaa 1!:li:p1anatiOh' 1'he .lIiI'M di5c~t va. oouect,d.
FundinG R~..t If.er, 474841 l!'Urlding St.a;u.. B'lmded
SPIN: 143001359 Service h'ovider ...., Vel.':l.zon- Ife" York Inc.
Conb'ao:t /fUIItl1l.: T .
Services O~el.'ed: Teleco..unieatioql Service
Sarl1en P01ll1l:lIe iffeclive Date Of Discount: 07/01/2000 .

,
ootract !Kp1ratian Date: 06130/Z001
ilUng Ac:collllt I_II': .,1
&,8-Di.oount AMount. $25,500.00

Di.count Perclll1taal !ppr9v8d bY the SUl, 67%
fllndil:lq COIlIIitmenf D",,;+u.aIl' $17,085.00 .. I'Ilf 1iPP~ovecll lIodified by SLD
Flmdihg Coa1tlllellt Dec1Sicn BxplanaUon, nte .hUed dileount was corrected.

fUnding Il~ue,t. NWlber, 474842 E'UlUUrIg stat.u., !"liDded
SPlJI: 143012598 Sewice J'roVider lraJlle, I1niv__181. C_ieations
eontract. lIWIber, II'l'ft .
Services ordered: Telecommunication. Service
Berliest pos.ible Effective Date at Discount, 07/01/2000
Contract. ~'ration Date, 06/30/2001
Billing lee t Number: K/A
Pl.'e-Diseount. aunt; $864.00
Disco\lnt Per9t1ltage lpp.Olled I;lY the SLe, 67%
!'IInding CO"U.tUllt Dec1SiOll. $578.88 - nul approved; lJOdi.fied by 51J)
Funding COlllllitlllent Decis.iOll Explllllatton: The sbared discount. 118Il con-ected.

~ .. ;.,
f! '/

,(

FcDLjSehccls and Libraries D~Vi510njUSlC
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Yeshiva Jesode Hatorah
505 Bedford Ave

Brooklyn, NY 11211
718-302-7500

Letter of ARI!.!!!

Letter of Appeal
Schools and Libraries Division
Box 125 - Correspondence Unit
80 South Jefferson Road
Whippany, NJ 07981

Entity# 159027
471 Application# 204874
Funding Year: 7/1/2000-6/30/2001

The following is an appeal of the funding commitment for Application Number: 204874

RE: Funding Request Numbers: 474826, 474827, 474830, 474831,474832,474833,474834,
474835,474837,474838,474840,474841,474842, 747843,475622.

The Funding Request Numbers referred to above were approved funding, however modified by
the SLD. "The shared discount was corrected."

RE: Funding Request Numbers: 474805, 474810, 474814, 474818, 474820, 474823,

The Funding Request Numbers referred to above were denied funding with the explanation that
"The shared discount was corrected. Funding cap will not provide for Internal Connections less
than 81% discount to be funded."

We appeal both of these decisions for the following reason.

As per our form 471 application number 204874, our school qualifies for a 90% discount rate.

The document which was given to the reviewer to substantiate our schools discount calculation
shows that the three sites listed have a 84%, 80% and 83% of students eligible for the free or
reduced lunch program, which qualifies our school for a 90% discount.

For the reviewer to conclude that we have a lower percentage there must have been an error in
interpreting the information provided on the form.

Our school is a provision 2 school which means that the column headed "Number Of Approved
Applicants" (columns D & E) lists the number of students that were eligible in our base year,
which was 1993.

The column headed" Current Enrollment" (column B) however does reflect our current
enrollment.

This means that if you calculate the ratio of students from the "Number Of Approved Applicants"
(column D&E) compared to "Current Enrollment" (column B) the result will not reflect the actual
percentage of the current enrollment that are eligible for free and reduced lunch.

1

~._- -_._- -_.. _---------- ---------------- ----_._-_.



· ~ ,

In order to calculate the accurate percentage, you must total of "Free" and "Reduced Price"
(columns F & G) which are listed under "Lunched Served" then divide the total by the "# Days
Food Service" (column C). This will show the quantity of meals served in one day, which shows
the amount of students that received free or reduced price lunch.

This number of students should be used in ratio to the current enrollment to determine the
percentage of students that qualified for free or reduced price lunch.

Based on this explanation the calculation would be as follows:

Site 1

Free: 1699
Reduced Rate: 107

Total Free & Reduced Rate: 1806

Total Free & Reduced Rate: 1806 Divide By # Days Food Service 13: 1806/13 = 138.92

This shows that per day there was 138.92 meals served which means that at least 138.92
students received free or reduced lunch.

The total enrollment is 165 students.

The number of students receiving free or reduced rate lunch (138.92) divided by the total
enrollment (165) 138.92/165 = 0.84 or 84 Percent.

Based on this calculation school average is 82.33%, which qualifies for a ninety percent
discount rate.

Please send us a new funding commitment with the appropriate discounts and please provide
funding for the as yet un-funded internal connections.

Sincerely,

/--¥£:
Joseph Lefkowitz

2
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Board of Jewish Education
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Febru.vy 16, 2001

To Whom ItMAY CoJloem;

This eoJTeipOIIdalee iJ in regard kJ tile MoalhIy Cl.im For ReimbUl'le=nt National
School LllIICh Program FOITn Sa-6OJ.

Column B. "Cum:ut EoroIIment," shows the current IIII'OUmem: for the claim period
being lIjlplied for.

CoJWlIIIC, "# DllyI flood SClI"\Iice," shOWl the Gumber ofdays kmchcs were served fur !be
claim period being appliecl for,

Coll111VJ 0, "No. Of Approved ApplieanlS-Fr-." !boWlS the number of a,pp1ia8llls that
'Ii," approved for .ft'llt IUIIdJ in the school's bllSe )'IIIf. This mJlI1ber staY' the same ..
1008 as the scbool iJ on Pro~ion 2, even jfchc nwnber ofIpprolrod appJic8IIls is
different.

cOlunm E, ''ND, OfApproved Applica.l1s-Reduced Pricc," shows the number of
lIPPlicllD,B lhal were approved lor reducocl price lunoh in the .ello01 's base yeu, TIlis
nmnb« stayslbe '1IIIIe as long as lhe school is On Provision 2,

Column F, "Lwschee S..."ed.frcc," sbows tbe number offree luncl\as served to approved
applicants ciudIIg the claiJn pericd being applMd lor.

CaJumo 0, "Lunches Served-Reduced Price," shows the Dumber ofreduced prioe JWJches
IClVId 10 approved applicOllls during the ellliln period be/IIB applied for,

Column H, "LlIDahes Servcd-l'ulJ Price,'· shows Ihe nlllllw offull price IlIIlChes served
(0 oppro"ed applica.ou Wring the claim periOd bcto& appliccl for.

The amount of111lll3s HCVed is Ic:ss thllll the toll1l1DOl1l1t ~ired for all ~pro"ed
applleants be_ofstudant absences.

The I1lllIlber ofIUllcbea lelVed divided by t!le ftUlIlber ofdltys offoo<;l service shows tlte
DlIIllber of lunches !lerVed to ap~ro"ed applicants OIl • daily buis.

. ,
."~y:'~.', :.. '~
'",0: •

. :,,~~. ,
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Board of Jewish Education
of Greater New York

426 West 58th Street, New York, New York 10019-1102. (212) 245·8200, ext. 207 Fax # (212) 247·1957

AVROMI.DOFT
P'rfstdc'"

PHIL! P SCRA1"TEN
Ch/lirman

CRAIMLAUER
Exautive Vic« P"'!Juunt

DR. ALVlN I. SCHIFF
F..xuutil·e Vke
Presidell! Emeritus

DEPARl'MENl' OF
SCHOOL ~'OOD

SERVICE;;

SANDRA FRUHLING
Director

LYNNE WEINGARTEN
AS,lura"t Director

ELANA M.AMMON
School RlIprCA'entatrve

ADINA AMANOV
School Reprcftnlotive

JOELBERJTZ
CoflSllfto.nt

November 8, 2001

To Whom It May Concern:

According to our records lor the year July 2000 through June 2001,
Yeshiva Jesode Hator<lh had 85.39% at their students qualifying tor free and
reduced meals.

I hope this clears up ar.y questions.

Sandra Fruhling- Direct.or

D An Agency ofUJA-Federation
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: Eligibles to Enrollment Page 1 of 1

New '\Cork State Education Depm1ment
ChildNut:rition M fUt elllelU S]'stelll

Comparison of FreelReduced Lunch Eligibles to Enrollment

331400207091

All Agency Types Included

Include % Greater Than 0

May 2000

Free Reduced

School Food LEA Code Enrollment Eligibles % Eligibles % Total
Authority

Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 601 465 77.4 32 5.3 82.7

Hatorah

Bais Yakov
OfKhal 331400207236 404 306 75.7 24 5.9 81.7
Adas
Yereim

Yeshiva
Yesode 331400206969 15 13 86.7 0 0 86.7

Hatorah

Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 182 146 80.2 8 4.4 84.6

Hatorah

Brooklyn
County 601 465 77.4 32 5.3 82.7

Total

Total 601 465 77.4 32 5.3 82.7

RellLn} to Qygry

"-"- _..• -- --"'-'--- ._--_.•. _------------,----------
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New "ork state Education Department
Child Nutrition M fUtagellU!IU S)'sttlll

Comparison of Free/Reduced Lunch Eligibles to Enrollment

331400207091

All Agency Types Included

Include % Greater Than 0

June 2000

Free Reduced

School Food LEA Code Enrollment Eligibles % Eligibles % Total
Authority
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 602 465 77.2 33 5.5 82.7

Hatorah
Bais Yakov
Of Khal 331400207236 405 306 75.6 25 6.2 81.7
Adas
Yereim
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400206969 15 13 86.7 0 0 86.7

Hatorah
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 182 146 80.2 8 4.4 84.6

Hatorah
Brooklyn
County 602 465 77.2 33 5.5 82.7

Total
Total 602 465 77.2 33 5.5 82.7

Retmn to Query

http://cn.nysed.gov/pre_10gin/plsql!me13J)kg.elig_emoll_search?PV_SA_ID=&P_L_SAJ .. 9/1112002

--- _._- .~-------,--------------- ------
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New York Slnte Education Department
ChiJdNutrltion Man ement System

Comparison of FreelReduced Lunch Eligibles to Enrollment

331400207091

All Agency Types Included

Include % Greater Than 0

July 2000

Free Reduced

School Food
LEA Code Enrollment Eligibles % Eligibles % Total

Authority

Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 170 158 92.9 11 6.5 99.4
Hatorah

Bais Yakov
OfKhal 331400207236 95 91 95.8 3 3.2 98.9
Adas
Yereim
Yeshiva
Yesode 331400207091 75 67 89.3 8 10.7 100
Hatorah

Brooklyn
County 170 158 92.9 11 6.5 99.4
Total

Total 170 158 92.9 11 6.5 99.4

RetullLto Qllery

http;//cn.nysed.gov/pre_1oginiplsql/mel3--'pkg.elig_enroll_search?PV_SA_JD=&P_L_SA_l'... 6/19/2002



Universal Service Administrative Company
Schools & Ubraries Division

AdmlDlstrator's Dedston on Appeal- Funding Year 2000.2001

June 18,2002

Joseph Lefkowitz
Yeshiva Iesode Hatorah
50S Bedford Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 1I2II

Re: Billed Entity Number:
471 Application Number:
Funding Request Number(s):

Your Correspondence Dated:

159027
204874
474805,474810,474814,474818,474820,474823,
474826,474827,474830,474831,474832,474833,
474834,474835,474837,474838,474839,474840,
474841.474842,474843,475622
2 letters undated, received by SLD 2/8/2000

After thorough review and investigation ofall relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries
Division ("SLD'') ofthe Universal Service Administrative Company ("USAC'') has made
its decision in regard to your appeal ofSLD's Year Three Funding Commitment Decision
for the Application Number indicated above. This letter explains the basis ofSLD's
decision. The date ofthis letter begins the 30-day time period for appealing this decision
to the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC"). If your letter ofappeal included
more than one Application Number, please note that for each application for which an
appeal is submitted, a separate letter is sent.

Funding Request Number:
Decision on Appeal:
Explanation:

474839
Approved In full

• Your appeal has brought forward infonnation showing that this funding request
should be approved.

Fnnding Request NUID!1a::

Decision on Appeal:
Explanation:

474805,474810,474814,474818,474820,474823,
474826,474827,474830,474831.474832,474833,
474834,474835,474837,474838,474840,474841,
474842,474843,475622
Denied In fun

Bo. 125 - Correspondence Unit, 80 South Jefferson Rosel, Whippany, New Jersey 07981
Vlott us onlme at, hllp:IIwww.BI.universrllsofV/ce,ofl/



• y?~ appea1let,ter statcs ~c data you provided to support your discount rate was
nusJnterpreted m calculating the number ofstudents eligible for free and reduced
lunches.

• You indicated on your Form 471 that your discount eligibility is 90%. Sill's review
of your application determined that your discount eligibility was 67%. You did not
deInonstrate in your appeal that the adjustment SLD nl8de to your discount
percentage was incolTect because the forms used by the State ofNew York clearly
state in columns D and E the NUnlber ofApproved Applicants for Free and Reduced
lunches. These forms are accepted by SLD as support for discount rate calculations.
The application ofthe information on them has been consistently applied throughout
the erate program. Consequently, SLD denies your appeal.

• FCC rules provide that the discount available to an applicant is determined by
indicators ofpoverty and high cost. See 47 C.F.R. § 54.505(b). The level ofpover1Y
is measured by the percentage of students enrolled in a school or school district who
are eligible for a free or reduced price lunch under the national school lunch prograDl
or a federally-approved alternative Inechanism contained in Title I ofthe Improving
Anlerica's Schools Act, codified at 34 C.F.R. § 200.28(a)(2)(i)(B). See 47 C.F.R. §
54.50S(b)(I). Alternatively, the level ofpoverty is measured according to
participation in Medicaid, food st8Jnps, Supplementary Security Income (SSI), federal
public housing assistance or Section 8, or Low Income Home Energy Assistance
Program (LIHEAP). See Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket
No. 96-45, Report and Order, FCC 97-157 n.]334 ~ 374 (reI. May 8, 1997). The
high coat determination is made pursuant to rules according to which a school or
library is classified as rural or urban. See 47 C.F.R. § 54.50S(b)(3). An applicant's
discount rate is determined by reference to a matrix based upon the level ofpoverty
and whether a school is classified as rural or urban. See 47 C.F.R. § 54.505(c).

If you believe there is a basis for further examination of your application, you may file an
appeal with the Federal Communications Commission, Office of the Secretary, 445 12

th

Street, SW, RooIn TW-A32S, Washington, DC 20554. Please reference CC D?c~et Nos.
96-45 and 97·21 on the first page of your appeal. Before preparing and SUbmlttmg your
appeal, please be sure to ~ew the FCC rules conc~ing the filinS .of an app~a1 of an
Administrator's Decision. which are posted on the webSIte at <www.uruversalserv:tce.ors>·
You malt me your appeal with tile FCC no later than 30 d&yl from tile date on tills
letter for your appeal to be med in a dmely fashion.

We thank you for your continued support, patience, and cooperation during the appeal

process.

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Service Administrative Company

Box 125 _ conespondence Uni~ 80 South Jefferson ~ood. Whippony. New J....ey 07981
Visit ua online at; hItp:l/WWW.sl.unlll8rsa/selVlce.OIf/

•.. - - _._. - - .._.,_._..•_-- ----_._------------ --------



ll-ESTAlEED CATION DEPARTl\IBIIT/ll-E LNI\IER3ITYOFll-EsrAlEOF NBIVYCRK

O1i~ I'I.rtrilm~l Ul', 510Wls( Elli:ali:n B.Ji~rg,Abn;,Nim Yert< 12234
Tel. (518) 474;l826
Fax (518) 4864899
htlp/Aw.w.n><atgNla1Icnrs!lm

8/8/02

To
From:
Subject:

Joseph Lefkowitz
Richard Connell, Supervisor, Child Nutrition Reimbursement Unit
Yeshiva Yesode Hatorah, free and reduced eligibles

Yesterday, I had a conversation with Arthur Jacknis regarding free and reduced eligibility data
that had been incorrectly reported for E-rate purposes, My understanding is that data as
submitted on a May 2000 Lunch claim for Yeshiva Yesode Hatorah, were used to calculate the
ratio of free and reduced price eligibles to enrollment. Unfortunately, in this case, the use of raw
claim data would result in an inaccurate calculation due to claim submission guidelines issued
during that period.

Specifically, Yeshiva Yesode Hatorah was a Provision 2 school at the time, Under Provision 2,
schools establish monthly counts of free and reduced meals in a base year (for Yeshiva Yesode
Hatorah, the base year was 1992-93). The percentage distribution is then applied to subsequent
year monthly claims. However, past claim procedures then advised schools to enter current
enrollment on the subsequent claims, while also reporting their base year eligibles,
Consequently, any comparison of eligibles to enrollment would produce inaccurate results,

We discovered this problem during the course of designing and constructing the Child Nutrition
Management System (CNMS) and have since adjusted eligibility data for the years affected,
Basically, we re-caleulated free and reduced eligibles for subsequent claims using the base year
eligibility distribution and current claim enrollment. This is a valid methodology in that it is
based on a primary criterion for approving a Provision 2 school", a student population that is
demographically stable from year to year.

The corrected free and reduced eligibility percentage for Yeshiva Yesode Hatorah for May 2000
is 84,6%, Percentages for all schools and for all claim months from September 1998 to the
present are available on the CNMS website at http://www.nysed.gov/cn/cnms.htm. Go to
Reports on the Home page and select Eligibles to Enrollment Report. Then click on Help for
instructions on retrieving information.

I trust that this will resolve the issue regarding your E-rate application, Please don't hesitate to
contact mc for additional assistance at 518-474-6016 and rconnell@mai1.nysed,gov,


